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FULLY-INHOMOGENEOUS MULTIPLICATIVE DIOPHANTINE
APPROXIMATION OF BADLY APPROXIMABLE NUMBERS
SAM CHOW AND AGAMEMNON ZAFEIROPOULOS
Abstract. We establish a strong form of Littlewood’s conjecture with inhomogeneous
shifts, for a full-dimensional set of pairs of badly approximable numbers on a vertical line. We
also prove a uniform assertion of this nature, generalising a strong form of a result of Haynes,
Jensen and Kristensen. Finally, we establish a similar result involving inhomogeneously
badly approximable numbers, making progress towards a problem posed by Pollington,
Velani, Zafeiropoulos and Zorin.
1. Introduction
A famous, long-standing open problem in Diophantine approximation is Littlewood’s con-
jecture, which states that if α, β ∈ R then
lim inf
n→∞
n‖nα‖ · ‖nβ‖ = 0, (1.1)
where for x ∈ R we write ‖x‖ = min{|x − k| : k ∈ Z}. Observe that (1.1) holds trivially
unless both α and β belong to the set
Bad = {α ∈ R : lim inf
n→∞
n‖nα‖ > 0}
of badly approximable numbers. As such, we may regard the conjecture as a statement
about pairs of badly approximable numbers. Badly approximable numbers and Littlewood’s
conjecture arise naturally in dynamical systems via bounded orbits. Moreover, Margulis [21]
made a highly-influential conjecture in homogeneous dynamics that generalises Littlewood’s.
Refining a celebrated result of Pollington and Velani [23], it was shown in [24, Equation
(18)] that if α ∈ Bad and δ ∈ R then there exists G = G(α, δ) ⊆ Bad of full Hausdorff
dimension such that if β ∈ G then
#{n ∈ [N ] : n‖nα‖ · ‖nβ − δ‖ 6 1/ log n}  log logN,
for large N ∈ N. We extend this further to the fully-inhomogeneous setting. In addition, we
relax the condition α ∈ Bad to α ∈ K, where
K = {α ∈ R \Q : sup{t−1 log qt(α) : t ∈ N} <∞}. (1.2)
Here q1(α), q2(α), . . . are the continued fraction convergent denominators of α, see §2.
Theorem 1.1. Let α ∈ K and γ, δ ∈ R. Then there exists G = G(α, γ, δ) ⊆ Bad of
Hausdorff dimension dimH(G) = 1 such that if β ∈ G then
#{n ∈ [N ] : n‖nα− γ‖ · ‖nβ − δ‖ 6 1/ log n}  log logN, (1.3)
for large N ∈ N.
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The fact that Bad ⊂ K follows from badly approximable numbers having bounded partial
quotients [3, Theorem 1.4], and from the basic recursion (2.1). Note also that we have
imposed an explicit, generic Diophantine condition on α. Indeed, the set K has full Lebesgue
measure, in the sense that the Lebesgue measure of its complement R\K is zero. This follows






for almost all α, see [26, Chapter V].
Our approach involves a sequence of probability measures constructed by Kaufman [16],
which enjoy a certain Fourier decay property, see also [15, 25]. The idea is to study the
Diophantine approximation rate of a number that is generic with respect to this measure,
meaning that the results should hold outside of a set of measure zero. This is philosophy
in the field of metric Diophantine approximation. Lebesgue measure is not suitable for
studying badly approximable numbers in this way, since Bad has Lebesgue measure zero. If
one works with pairs of real numbers, without restricting attention to badly approximable
numbers, then the corresponding Lebesgue measure problems have been keenly investigated
by Gallagher [10] and subsequent authors [2, 4, 5, 6, 7].
It would be desirable to have a version of (1.3) involving numbers that are badly approx-
imable in an inhomogeneous sense. To clarify what is meant here, for δ ∈ R we define
Bad(δ) = {β ∈ R : lim inf
n→∞
n‖nβ − δ‖ > 0}.
Conjecture 1.2. Let α ∈ K and γ, δ ∈ R. Then there exists G = G(α, γ, δ) ⊆ Bad(δ) of
Hausdorff dimension dimH(G) = 1 such that if β ∈ G then we have (1.3) for large N ∈ N.
Conjecture 1.2 generalises a problem posed in [24]. We expect that proving results of this
type would involve the construction of inhomogeneous Kaufman measures, that is, measures
analogous to Kaufman’s that are supported on Bad(δ), where δ ∈ R is arbitrary.
In addition to the theory surrounding Kaufman’s measures, we require a second main
input. A sequence n1, n2, . . . in (0,∞) is lacunary if for some c > 1 we have
ni+1 > cni (i ∈ N).
Given α ∈ K and γ ∈ R we construct a lacunary sequence n1, n2, . . . of positive integers,
admitting a polynomial upper bound, such that
‖ntα− γ‖  n−1t (t ∈ N).
The point is that this mimics the sequence of continued fraction denominators of α, adapt-
ing to the inhomogeneous shift. Enthusiasts may wonder if this sequence enables a fully-
inhomogeneous version of a uniform inhomogeneous approximation result of Haynes and
friends [13], which uses discrepancy theory [19]. Below we state the slightly stronger version
from [29].
Theorem 1.3 (Technau–Zafeiropoulos 2020, improving Haynes–Jensen–Kristensen 2014).
Fix ε > 0, and let α1, α2, . . . be a sequence of badly approximable numbers. Then there exists
G ⊆ Bad of Hausdorff dimension dimH(G) = 1 such that if β ∈ G, i ∈ N and δ ∈ R then
n‖nαi‖ · ‖nβ − δ‖ <
(log log log n)ε+1/2
(log n)1/2
has infinitely many solutions n ∈ N.
Indeed it does.
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Theorem 1.4. Fix ε > 0, let α1, α2, . . . be a sequence in K, and let γ1, γ2, . . . be a sequence
of real numbers. Then there exists G ⊆ Bad of Hausdorff dimension dimH(G) = 1 such that
if β ∈ G, i ∈ N and δ ∈ R then
n‖nαi − γi‖ · ‖nβ − δ‖ <
(log log log n)ε+1/2
(log n)1/2
(1.4)
has infinitely many solutions n ∈ N.
We stress that the set G in Theorem 1.4 does not depend on δ, which is why the rate of
approximation is poorer than in (1.3). Improving the exponent attached to the logarithm is
an open problem with some community interest [13, 24].
Theorem 1.4 adds to the list of uniform inhomogeneous approximation results obtained so
far. The most notable such result is due to Shapira [28], who proved that almost all pairs
(α, β) ∈ R2 satisfy
lim inf
n→∞
n‖nα− γ‖ · ‖nβ − δ‖ = 0 for all γ, δ ∈ R,
answering a question of Cassels on whether such pairs (α, β) even exist. This was subse-
quently improved by Gorodnik and Vishe [11], who showed that there exists ε > 0 such that




εn‖nα− γ‖ · ‖nβ − δ‖ = 0 for all γ, δ ∈ R,
where log5 denotes the fifth iterate of the function x 7→ max{1, log x}. Theorem 1.4 shares
with these results of Shapira and Gorodnik–Vishe the feature of uniformity in the shift δ.
It differs from these results in that its focus is on badly approximable β, and that it lacks
uniformity in the shifts γi. Note that we attain a stronger approximation rate, and that we
are able to fix the αi. This stronger approximation rate comes not from working with badly
approximable numbers, but rather from non-uniformity in the shifts γi. In fact, the Lebesgue
analogue of Theorem 1.4 follows straightforwardly by mimicking its proof, since Lebesgue
measure on [0, 1] has polynomial Fourier decay rate [29, Equation (4)], and by periodicity
we only need to consider β ∈ [0, 1]. The outcome is as follows.
Theorem 1.5. Fix ε > 0, let α1, α2, . . . be a sequence in K, and let γ1, γ2, . . . be a sequence
of real numbers. Then, for almost all β ∈ R, if i ∈ N and δ ∈ R then (1.4) has infinitely
many solutions n ∈ N.
Exploiting the uniformity in δ in Theorem 1.4, we are able to make progress towards
Conjecture 1.2, albeit in a weakened form. Setting
B = {(β, δ) ∈ R2 : β ∈ Bad ∩Bad(δ)},
we have the following Corollary of Theorem 1.4.
Corollary 1.6. Fix ε > 0, let α1, α2, . . . be a sequence in K, and let γ1, γ2, . . . be a sequence
of real numbers. Then there exists E ⊆ B of Hausdorff dimension dimH(E) = 2 such that if
i ∈ N and (β, δ) ∈ E then the inequality (1.4) has infinitely many solutions n ∈ N.
Though Corollary 1.6 is closer to Theorem 1.4 than to Theorem 1.1, its salient feature is
that it involves inhomogeneously badly approximable numbers. Corollary 1.6 is doubly metric
in nature, see [8, Footnote 2]. Kleinbock [18] previously showed, by dynamical means, that
dim(B) = 2, though that result is more general. Corollary 1.6 can alternatively be viewed
as a refinement of a special case of Kleinbock’s result.
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Organisation. We construct our sequence of inhomogeneous approximations in Section 2.
We then prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.4 in Sections 3 and 4, respectively. Finally, we establish
Corollary 1.6 in §5.
Notation. Given x ∈ R we write ‖x‖ = min{|x− k| : k ∈ Z} for the distance of x from its
nearest integer. When N > 1 is a positive integer, we write [N ] = {1, 2, . . . , N} for the set
of positive integers at most equal to N . We denote by dimH(A) the Hausdorff dimension of
a subset A ⊆ R. For s > 0, we write Hs for Hausdorff s-measure. We adopt the Vinogradov
and Bachman–Landau notations: if functions f and g output non-negative real values, we
write f  g, g  f , or f = O(g) if f 6 Cg for some constant C, and we write f  g if
f  g  f .
Funding. SC was supported by EPSRC Fellowship Grant EP/S00226X/2, and by a Mittag-
Leffler Junior Fellowship. AZ is supported by a postdoctoral fellowship funded by Grant
275113 of the Research Council of Norway.
Acknowledgements. We thank Victor Beresnevich and Evgeniy Zorin for helpful conver-
sations.
2. A sequence of inhomogeneous approximations
Let α ∈ R \Q, and let
α = [a0; a1, a2, . . .]
be the continued fraction expansion of α, where the partial quotients are a0 ∈ Z and
a1, a2, . . . ∈ N. Let p0/q0, p1/q1, . . . be the convergents of the continued fraction expansion
of α. Specifically, define
p−1 = 1, p0 = a0, pk = akpk−1 + pk−2 (k ∈ N)
and
q−1 = 0, q0 = 1, qk = akqk−1 + qk−2 (k ∈ N). (2.1)
Though the sequence q1, q2, . . . may or may not be lacunary, the subsequence q2, q4, q6, . . . is
lacunary, since
qk = akqk−1 + qk−2 > 2qk−2 (k ∈ N).
It then follows by induction that
q2t > 2
t (t ∈ N).
Recalling (1.2), we now come to the main agenda item for this section. The key features
of the sequence constructed below are that it is lacunary and that
log nt  t, nt‖ntα− γ‖  1 (t ∈ N).
Lemma 2.1. Let α ∈ K, and let q0, q1, q2, . . . be the continued fraction denominators of α.
Put
C = sup{t−1 log qt : t ∈ N} ∈ (0,∞),
and let γ ∈ R. Then there exists a lacunary sequence n1, n2, . . . of positive integers such that
8t < nt 6 4e
6Ct, ‖ntα− γ‖ 6 8/nt (t ∈ N). (2.2)
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Proof. Let t ∈ N. We will choose nt = q6t + b, where
1 6 b 6 m := 2q6t + q6t−1 − 1, ‖bα− γ‖ 6 1/q6t. (2.3)
Observe from the theory of continued fractions that
‖q6tα‖ 6 1/q6t+1 6 1/q6t.
To choose b, we employ the three distance theorem in the form [22]. By [22, Corollary 1],
wherein k = 6t, r = 1 and s = qk − 1, if we write the fractional parts
{α}, {2α} . . . , {mα}
as d1, . . . , dm with the ordering
0 =: d0 < d1 < · · · < dm < dm+1 := 1,
then
max{di+1 − di : 0 6 i 6 m} 6 a6t+1/q6t+1 6 1/q6t.
As {γ} ∈ [di, di+1] for some i, there must exist b ∈ [m] such that
‖bα− γ‖ 6 1/q6t.
This confirms (2.3).
We now have
8t 6 q6t < nt 6 4q6t 6 4e
6Ct
for t ∈ N, and by the triangle inequality
‖ntα− γ‖ 6 2/q6t 6 8/nt.
The sequence is lacunary, for if t ∈ N then
nt+1 > q6t+6 > 8q6t > 2nt.

3. Kaufman’s measures
In this section, we establish Theorem 1.1. Let M ∈ Z>3, and denote by FM the set of
[0; a1, a2, . . .]
with a1, a2, . . . ∈ [M ]. Note that FM ⊆ Bad, by the standard characterisation of badly
approximable numbers as irrationals with bounded partial quotients [3, Theorem 1.4]. In
pioneering work, Kaufman [16] constructed a probability measure µ supported on FM whose
Fourier transform decays as
µ̂(t) (1 + |t|)−7/104 .
Remark 3.1. Owing to the work of Queffélec and Ramaré [25], one can take M = 2 here and
still have a polynomial Fourier decay rate. We do not require this case.
With C as in Lemma 2.1, there exists a lacunary sequence n1, n2, . . . of positive integers
satisfying (2.2), which implies
log nt  t (t ∈ N).
Define ψ : N→ [0, 1] by ψ(1) = 0 and
ψ(n) = 1/(8 log n) (n > 2).
By [24, Theorem 1], we have
#{t ∈ [T ] : ‖ntβ − δ‖ 6 ψ(nt)} = 2Ψ(T ) +O(Ψ(T )2/3(log Ψ(T ) + 2)2.1)
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ψ(nt)  log T (T > 2).
Observing that
nt‖ntα− γ‖ · ‖ntβ − δ‖ 6 1/ log nt
whenever ‖ntβ − δ‖ 6 ψ(nt), we now have
#{t ∈ [T ] : nt‖ntα− γ‖ · ‖ntβ − δ‖ 6 1/ log nt}  log T,
for µ-almost all β ∈ FM .
Finally, if N ∈ N is large then
nT 6 4e
6CT < N 6 4e6C(T+1)
for some T ∈ N. Therefore
#{n ∈ [N ] : n‖nα− γ‖ · ‖nβ − δ‖ 6 1/ log n}  log T  log logN,
for µ-almost all β ∈ FM . It then follows from [24, Remark 7] that the Hausdorff dimension
of the set of β ∈ Bad satisfying (1.3) is greater than or equal to dimH(FM). To finish the




4. A uniform result
In this section, we adapt [29] to establish Theorem 1.4. Denote by G the set of β ∈ Bad
such that if i ∈ N and δ ∈ R then (1.4) has infinitely many solutions n ∈ N. Choose an
integer M > 3 and let µ be Kaufman’s measure on FM .
Let i ∈ N, and let n1, n2, . . . be the sequence obtained by applying Lemma 2.1 to αi and
γi. Let B = Bi > 0, and put
ψ(1) = ψ(2) = 0, ψ(T ) = B−1T−1/2(log log T )ε+1/2 (T ∈ Z>3).
Arguing as in [29, Section 3], we find that for µ-almost all β, for all δ ∈ R we have a well
defined, increasing sequence given by
Tk = Tk(β, δ) = min{T ∈ N : #{t ∈ [T ] : ‖ntβ − δ‖ < ψ(T )} = k} (k ∈ N).
Thus, by (2.2), for µ-almost all β and all δ ∈ R we have











Choosing B sufficiently large yields
nTk‖nTkαi − γi‖ · ‖nTkβ − δ‖ <





The upshot is that for µ-almost all β ∈ Bad, if i ∈ N and δ ∈ R then (1.4) holds for
infinitely many n ∈ N. In other words, we have
µ(G) = 1.
Now according to [24, Remark 7] we have dimH(G) > dimH(FM), and since M can be chosen
arbitrarily large we conclude that dimH(G) = 1.
This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.4. As discussed in the introduction, Theorem 1.5 is
almost identical; one replaces µ by Lebesgue measure on [0, 1].
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5. A doubly metric problem
Corollary 1.6 follows readily from Theorem 1.4 and two further ingredients.
5.1. Twisted Diophantine approximation. Tseng [30] established that if β ∈ R then
dimH(Sβ) = 1, where
Sβ = {δ ∈ R : β ∈ Bad(δ)}. (5.1)
These types of results are referred to as twisted Diophantine approximation statements, see
[1, 12]. In fact, Tseng proved a fortiori that Sβ is winning in the sense of Schmidt [27].
5.2. Marstrand’s slicing theorem. Marstrand’s slicing theorem [9, Theorem 5.8] is a
seminal result in fractal geometry.
Theorem 5.1 (Marstrand’s slicing theorem). Let E ⊆ R2, and let G ⊆ R. For β ∈ R, set
Eβ = {(β, δ) ∈ E : δ ∈ R}.
Let s, t ∈ [0, 1], let c > 0, and suppose that
H t(Eβ) > c (β ∈ G).
Then
Hs+t(E) cHs(G),
and the implied constant only depends on s and t.
We now proceed in earnest towards Corollary 1.6. Let s ∈ (0, 1), and let G be as in
Theorem 1.4. For β ∈ R, let
Eβ = {β} × Sβ,





By Tseng’s theorem, we have Hs(Eβ) = Hs(Sβ) =∞ for all β, and by Theorem 1.4 we have
Hs(G) =∞. By Marstrand’s slicing theorem, Theorem 5.1, we therefore have
H2s(E) =∞,
and we conclude that dimH(E) = 2.
References
[1] P. Bengoechea and N. Moshchevitin, Badly approximable points in twisted Diophantine approximation
and Hausdorff dimension, Acta Arith. 177 (2017), 301–314.
[2] V. Beresnevich, A. Haynes and S. Velani, Sums of reciprocals of fractional parts and multiplicative
Diophantine approximation, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 263 (2020).
[3] V. Beresnevich, F. Ramı́rez and S. Velani, Metric Diophantine Approximation: some aspects of re-
cent work, Dynamics and Analytic Number Theory, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser. (N.S.) 437,
Cambridge University Press, 2016, 1–95.
[4] S. Chow, Bohr sets and multiplicative diophantine approximation, Duke Math. J. 167 (2018), 1623–1642.
[5] S. Chow and N. Technau, Higher-rank Bohr sets and multiplicative diophantine approximation, Com-
positio Math. 155 (2019), 2214–2233.
[6] S. Chow and N. Technau, Littlewood and Duffin–Schaeffer-type problems in diophantine approximation,
arXiv:2010.09069.
[7] S. Chow and L. Yang, Effective equidistribution for multiplicative diophantine approximation on lines,
arXiv:1902.06081.
[8] M. Einsiedler and J. Tseng, Badly approximable systems of affine forms, fractals, and Schmidt games,
J. Reine Angew. Math. 660 (2011) 83–97.
8 SAM CHOW AND AGAMEMNON ZAFEIROPOULOS
[9] K. Falconer, The geometry of fractal sets, Cambridge Tracts Math. 85, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cam-
bridge, 1986.
[10] P. X. Gallagher, Metric simultaneous diophantine approximation, J. Lond. Math. Soc. 37 (1962), 387–
390.
[11] A. Gorodnik and P. Vishe, Diophantine approximation for products of linear maps — logarithmic im-
provements, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 370 (2018), 487–507.
[12] S. Harrap, Twisted inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation and badly approximable sets, Acta Arith.
151 (2012), 55–82.
[13] A. Haynes, J. L. Jensen and S. Kristensen, Metrical musings on Littlewood and friends, A. Haynes, J.
L. Jensen and S. Kristensen, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 142 (2014), 457–466.
[14] I. Jarńık, Zur metrischen Theorie der diophantischen Approximationen, Prace Mat.-Fiz. 36 (1928),
91–106.
[15] T. Jordan and T. Sahlsten, Fourier transforms of Gibbs measures for the Gauss map, Math. Ann. 364
(2016), 983–1023.
[16] R. Kaufman, Continued fractions and Fourier transforms, Mathematika 27 (1980), 262–267.
[17] A. Khintchine, Zur metrischen Kettenbruchtheorie, Compos. Math. 3 (1936), 276–285.
[18] D. Kleinbock, Badly approximable systems of affine forms, J. Number Theory 79 (1999), 83–102.
[19] L. Kuipers and H. Niederreiter, Uniform Distribution of Sequences, Wiley, New York 1974.
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